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T he MiscHlEF and DANGER of 
Kepealing the CORPORATION 
and TEST ACTS, He. 


EA v I N G, in two former diſcourſes, 
the one entitled, 4 Vindication 
the Teſt Ad, &c. the other, A 

SO: brief Enquiry, 2 right every go- 
9) wernment has to defend itſelf, 8&C.—— 

demonſtrably prov'd, that the plea of 

| diſſenters, for their right to civil offices, as it is a 

natural right, is moſt abſurd that their a fection 

to the civil part of the conſtitution, or, to ſpeak 

more properly, their abhorrence of a Popiſb Preten- 
der, can be no argument for their right to be ad- 
mitted into civil offices; ſince it cannot be denied, 
that they are open and avowed enemies to the 
religious part of the conſtitution; and that, if 
either part of the conſtitution be weaken'd or de- 
ſtroy'd, it neceſſarily tends to weaken and ſubvert 
the other part. 

_ Having ſhewn, that every government, as well 

Fopiſb, or Mabometan, as FOTO, las an equa! 
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right to eſtabliſh a national religion, and to exclude 
any part of her ſubjects, who do not conform to 

the eſtabliſh'd religion, from all civil offices f an 


that this right is not founded upon any fuppolitiot 
that the eftabliſh'd religion is the only true reli 
gion; or upon any right, that the magiſtrate or 
civil government has to compet any man to conform 
to the eftabliſh'd religion; but as it is abſolutely. 
neceſſary to the peace and ar Sd of the ſociety. 
Having prov'd, that thoſe conſequences, which 
are pretended to be deduc'd from the excluſion of 
_ diſſenters from civil offices, are falſe and abſurd ; 
v12. that the excluſion of diſſenteres from civil of- 
fices is inflicting penalties on them, purely on ac- 
count of their religious differences. that it juſti- 
fies the exerciſe of the greateſt hardſhips and ſeve- 
rities againſt them — that it juſtifies the ſeveral 
cruelties and barbarities of Papiſts againſt Proteſ- 
lants, in all Popiſb countries and, that it hurts 
the Proteſtant cauſe, and hinders and oppreſſes the 
| reformation, in all Popiſh countries. 
Having, I think, evidently prov'd theſe things, 
it remains to be conſidered— what will, in all 
probability, be the conſequences of admitting diſſen- 
ters into civil offices. Whether it will be attended 
with ſuch tranquillity, and harmony, and concord, 
as their advocates would perſuade us: or, whether 
it will not neceſſarily produce ſuch animoſities, 
canteſts, and confuſions, as will be very dangerous 
to the welfare of the nation, if not, in the end, 
deſtructive of the conſtitutioͤon. 
This is the principal point, that deſerves well to 
bie confider'd, and what ought chizfly to determine 
the legiſlature in the repeal of theſe incapacitating 
acts; and to ſatisfy every true friend to the pre- 
ſent eſtabliſnment, whether it be reaſonable and 


2 


prudent, that this thing ought to be done. 


In 


* 


1 


N An order to ſhew the dangerous confequences of 


repealing the Corporation and Teſt As, with reſpect 
to the peace and welfare of this nation, it will be 


a S Prove cheſe two. * 15 


I. That nnn, if fuſſ cient power and ouſt: 
were put into their hands, would defire, and endea- 
vour, the ſubverſion of the preſent cltabliſhment of 
the Church of England. 

II. That the 0 of the Corporation and Teſt 
Atts will actually inveſt them with fuch a power. 


ohh diſſenters, if fuſfcient power and truſt were 
into their hands, would de ſire, and endea vour 7 
the ubverſion of the preſent eſtabliſhment of the 

urch of England, is plainly demonſtrable * 
theſe three conſiderations. 

1. From the nature of mankind i in general. | 

2. From the doctrine and behaviour of diſſen- 
ters in former reigns. 

3. From the temper and principles of the diſ- 
ſenters of the preſent age. 

In the firſt 1 it is moſt abſurd to argue or 
think, that diſſenters do not deſire the ſubverſion 
of the eſtabliſhment of the Church of England, 
if we conſider the nature of mankind in general. 

An —— writer has well expreis'd this 
Matter. . 

Men are naturally defirous, that their own 
« way of thinking ſhould prevail, They are 
Mont to approve and favour perſons of the 
fame opinion with themſelves, in preference to 
* athers; efpecially when they think, not only 
that their own opinions and practices are right, 
s but that thoſe of their opponents are ſinful; and 
that therefore it will be for the honour of God 
to have the latter be — and their 220 


[788]. | 
<« be promoted. Inducements of this kind are ge- 
4 nerally ſufficient to put them upon endeavouring 
< to ſpread their own notions z but, moſt of all, 
« when any ſecular” advantage may be gain'd by 
„% ſo doing; for then human paſſions, mixed and 
* covered with religious pretences, and thereby 
* appearing to be juſtified, make them frequently : 
« act with extraordinary vehemence.” oy 

Theſe are ſo much the common workings of 
human nature in general, that a man muſt be very 
ignorant indeed of the paſſions and deſires of man- 
kind, and of the conduct of diſſenters in all na- 
tions, but more particularly in this, that will not 
ſee and acknowledge this zeal in all men to. pro- 
pagate their own opinions in religion, eſpecially I 
when it advances their ſecular intereſts. PER. 

The, undeniable truth of theſe things has made 
the legiſlature, or civil magiſtrate, - in. all ſtates, 
to eſtabliſh ſome national religion, and to exclude, 
generally, if not in all caſes, ſuch perſons from 
civil offices, as refuſe to conform to | the publick 
eſtabliſh'd worſhip. And we conſtantly find that 
form of publick worſhip eſtabliſh'd in every ſtate, _ 
in which vaſtly the majority of the people agree, 
as abſolutely ae to er the Publick! 


ce. 
It is very weak and idle in A e to aſk— | 


ee In what other ſtate or country are the ſame in- 
4e capacitating laws enacted, as are in this nati- 
« on?” It may as well be afk d In what other 
et ſtate is a foleration granted to | diſſenters.” If 
the practice of other nations concludes any thing, . 
it muſt conclude as ſtrongly lt a tolcration, as 
againſt ſuch incapacitating acts. . 
The truth is: In no other nation or ſtate are | 
the liberties of the ſubject, and the power or pre- 


| * of the crown, ſo ure and fully ęx- 
plain'd 


5 EH 
_ plain'd and limited by the laws, as they ate in this 
nation; which is the reaſon, that no ſuch incapa- 


cCitating laws are enacted in thoſe countries. 30 
In almoſt all other civiliz'd ſtates, not only in 
Europe, but throughout the world, governors are 

+ left at liberty to beftow offices on ſuch perſons, as 
they think proper. And it is notorious, that in 
all thoſe countries civil offices are conſtantly. given 

to perſons, who conform to the eſtabliſn'd wor- 
ſhip; unleſs in ſome very few inſtances, and thoſe 
ſuch as the publick utility requires, and makes pru- 

dent or neceflary. | | | 
If this be fact, as I defy the diſſenters or their 
advocates to prove the contrary, this ſhews the 
neceſſity, in the opinion of all civiliz'd ſtates, of 
not truſting much power in the hands of perſons 
ill affected to the eftabliſh'd religion, in order to 
preſerve the peace and welfare of the community. - 
Notwithſtanding this conſtant and univerſal, 
practice of all other ſtates — I do agree, that it is 
very far from being an abſolute and unerring guide 
or direction to us, what ought to be done in this 
nation, in order to preſerve the publick peace, from 
what is practis'd in other countries. | 
But in a caſe, in which all civiliz d nations agree, 
as they do in this of worſhip, and limiting civil 
offices, generally if not always, to ſuch perſons as 
conform to the eſtabliſh'd worſhip; it muſt be for 
ſome very good cauſe, it muſt be abſolutely neceſ- 
fary to. promote and ſecure ſome end; and this 
can be no other, than to prevent the perpetual 
Jarrings, and contentions, that would, neceſſarily, 
in the nature of things, ariſe among the different 
ſects and parties in religion, in every nation, if the 
Preference were not given to ſome one religion, be- 
fore all others. | 


[10 ] 

And, as there never was any ſect or party in re- 
1 but complain d of this preference, when 
their own religion was not the eſtabliſh'd religion 
ſo I defy the diſſenters, or their advocates, to give 
one inſtance, of any one party or. ſect in religion, 
that made this complaint, who did not find it 
abſolutely neceſſary to give the ſame preference to 
their on religion, wherever they prevail'd to have 

| it become the national religion. 

It is therefore nothing leſs, than the moſt bare- 
fac'd inſult offer d to all common ſenſe, and to 
conſtant uninterrupted experience in all ages and 
nations, but in none more remarkably ſo than in 
our on, to hear the diſſenters, or their advocates, 
declaiming—*« what a ſure foundation for peace, 
« and unanimity, and all the bleſſings of concord 
&« and harmony, it would be, if all religions in 

this nation were put upon a level and an equal 
4 © 4 8 
And that man, who is a diſtenter, cannot make 

himſelf more ridiculous, or deſerve more to be 

| hiſs'd and laugh'd out of all ſober company, nc 
utters ſuch profeſſions as theſe That he! | 

© zeal for propagating his own opinions in ell 
c on, nor any concern for advancing his own ſe- 
4. cular intereſts — that he deſires no ſhare in the 
» revenues and privileges, which the Church of 
ce England enjoys that he is not at all uneaſy 
at being forc'd to contribute to the maintenance 
0 of the clergy of that Church that, if he had 
& ſufficient power, he would not endeavour to put 
himſelf and his religion upon a more advantagi- 
sous foot—and, that he, good man! only deſires 
ce the abolition of theſe incapacitating acts, as it 
« would be a ſure foundation for peace, and una- 
nimity, and all the — of concord and har- 
* Tony 92 | | 

| Is 
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Is not this to proclaim himſelf a fool, or a Hypo- Y 
crite? A fool, to think that the bare profeſſions of : 
. Intereſted parties ought to have any credit given to I 
them, eſpecially when he cannot be ignorant him- 
ſelf, or ſuppoſe the Church of Englaud'to be ig- 
norant, of the temper and conduct of the diſſenters 
towards her, ſince their firſt ſeparation from the 
Church. Or elſe a hypocrite, to pretend a neceſſity 

of ſeparating from the Church of England, and a 
zeal for greater purity in the worſhip of God; 
and, at the ſame time, to declare, that he has no 
zeal or concern for this pretended purity of wor- 
ſhip becoming the-eftabliſh*'d national worſhip. 
All I ſhall add more upon this head, is That 
il che inſults or hypocriß of theſe men, in direct 
contradiction to univerſal experience of the com- 
mon workings of human nature, and of the paſ- 
ſions and deſires of mankind; in direct contra- 
diction to what every man, who will Mſpeals the 
truth in ſincerity, finds within himſelf to be his 
inclination and deſire; and in direct contradiction 
to what every ſerious perſon muſt deſire, who is 
ſincere in his religion if the Church of England, 

or the members of it, will ſuffer themſelves, either 
to be terrified by the in/ults of theſe men, or to 

be deceiv'd by their bypocriſy, againſt the plaineſt 
evidence they deſerve to be deceivd, and to 

feel the fatal effects of putting power and truſt into 

the hands of diſſenters, when it is too late to op- 
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Another argument to prove——that- diſſenters 
deſire, and would endeavour, to deſtroy the eſta- 
bliſhment of the Church of England, if ſufficient 
power were put into their hands—may be drawn 
from their conduct, and temper, and principles 

in former reigns, when they have acquir'd this 
power. | 7 | 

2 = 2 


* 
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The ſame ingenious writer, n I quoted a- 
boye, has fo fully and juſtly explain'd and deſcrib'd 


the conduct and . temper. of the diſſenters, fince 


their firſt ſeparation — the Church down to the 
preſent time, that the reader muſt be greatly 1 
to have it in his own words. 

He begins with obſerving That tho no- 


, thing was retain'd by queen Elizabeth in the 


“ Church, nor any ceremonies practis'd, that were 
« really unlawful or ſinful, or out of any ſuperſtiti- 
% ous regard to them; but purely out of a chari- 
table deſire to keep as many as poſſible of the 


<« middle or lower ſort of people in the communi- 


« on of the Church, who would have been pro- 
« bably ſo much ſhocked and offended, had all 
« the forms of publick worſhip at once Nm en- 
“ tirely N that they would have gone over 
6 to the Church of Rome. .- And tho Sanders, 

a popiſn writer, declared That ſhe contributed 


* very much to the firmneſs and eſtabliſhment of 


£5 her hereſy, by not leaving the affair of the re- 
« formazion to the humourſome managemept of 
t the new. clergy, by whoſe goſpel- liberty it had 
$6, Jong ſince gore off into ſmoke, unleſs 2 by 
7 this human policy been kept in bounds and ſup- 

. ported Notwithſtanding all this, What was 
the temper and behaviour of the diſſenters in thoſe 
days? of thoſe meet lambs, who, like their ſuc- 
ceflars, deſir'd nothing but“ that a ſure foun- 
« dation ſhould be laid for peace, and unanimity, 
C _ all the - bleſſings of concord and harmo- 
66 n 92 75 4 

They bitterly exclaim'd. againſt the pious and 
prudent meaſures of the queen, even at a time, 
when they had bardly made. their eſcape out of the 
Jaws of 9 * cruelties and GO pe 


3 13] 
tho the P 1. themſelves were far&d to applaud | 
the wiſe oh +5 of the queen. | = - 
„ The puritans (ſays our author) grew more 
«c attach'd to their principles, and more violent in 


their conduct. They openly declar'd againſt 


4c all impoſitions in religion, tho of things indif- 
<« ferent in their own nature, and enjoined by the 
« higheſt authority in Church and State. They 
« refolv*d not to be quiet, unleſs the publick 
b eftabliſhment was altered, and their own fa- 
„ yourite platform of Church- government and 
% diſcipline was ſettled in its room. They made 
«© no ſcruple to affirm publickly in formal admoni- 
« tions to the Parliament, that this ought to be 
done; and, when they found that applications of 
= << this kind would not gain their point with the 
3 queen, who was not inclin'd to favour them, 
+ they reſolv d to proceed in other methods. They 
«« fell into all the popular ways they could con- 
'« trive, to recommend their own ſcheme of worſhip 
« and diſcipline, and- make the liturgy and So- 
4 yernment- of the Church eſtabliſh'd, odious in 
„ the nation; particularly, they treated the bi- 
„ ſhops and clergy with groſly indecent and oppro- 
« brious language. In the year 1366, they actu- 
_« ally ſeparated from the Church; they ſoon after 
put their own diſcipline into practice, in thoſe 
parts of the kingdom where their influence was 
« the greateſt, and in ſome of their writings gave 
* out open menaces againſt the civil government 
4e itſelf, if it would not comply, and eftabliſh 
« their ſcheme, Theſe factious proceedings were 
« the true reaſons, as that wife and good ſtateſ- 
&« man Sir Frantz Walfingham obſerves, why 
« queen Elizabeth altered Her conduct towards 
« them, and uſed greater feverity than ſhe had 


6 done before. She law, neither her legal 
0 Pre- b 


* 


E Reg 


„ 
ative, nor the peace of the kingdom 
40 2 preſervd, unleſs their turbulent ſpirit 
« was reſtrained ; and ſhe was therefore obliged to 
«x . ſome rigours, which at firſt were no 
rt of her intention.“ 

Tho Lam far from juſtifying theſe rigours and 
ſeverities- exercis d by queen Elizabeth « againſt the 
nonconformiſts in her reign, much leſs from thinking 
that any argument can be drawn from thence for 
the exerciſe of the /ame in theſe days----yet, what 

ovocation did this born generation give that 
excellent princeſs to practiſe theſe rigours? or, who 

can pretend abſolutely to determine—— Whether, if 
Dans rigours and ſeverities had not been pract is'd, 
than perhaps were ſtr: juſtifiable, the nation had 
not fallen back again into Popery; or fallen a ſacri- KR 
fice to the Popiſb party, by their own inteſtine a = 
viſjens, ripened up into a civil war? 

Our author — 4c after condemning the wrong 
. << meaſures in thoſe two weak and unfortunate 
“ reigns of king James the firſt, and king Charles 
« the firſt, which gave occaſion and opportunity 
e to the puritans to become popular, and increaſe 
<« to that degree, as in the end to..aboliſh the pre- 
« lacy, worſhip, and diſcipline of the Church of 


.<c England, and to exalt their own preſbyterian 


c ſcheme in their room” with great imparti- 
ality gives us the following deſcription of their con- 
duct and behaviour. 

« How did they uſe. their power, when they 
« had it? did they ſuffer the clergy to retain their 
c benefices and preferments? ? or did they allow 


d any congregations, or private perſons, a liberty 


4c to worſhip God according to the ſeryice of the 
« Church of England? On the contrary, beſides the 
attempt they made, by methods of iniquity, to blaſt 


66 the reputation of Ay. of the clergy, og re- 
66 quir 


— 
- 
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Thy. 
« requir'd them all to take that folemn league and 
„ covenant, with which they knew that the faich- | 
4 fy] ſons of the Church of England could not 
«© comply; and thoſe, who refus'd it, they not 
« only threw out of all their preferments, but ge- 
c nerally ſequeſter d their temporal eſtates, if they 
c had any ſuch; and, on every the leaſt pretence, 
« found means, by the civil ors military power, 
« to harraſs and oppreſs them. In like manner, the 
0 gentry, and others of the Jaity, beſides the 
« great hardſhips many of them ſuffer'd in their 
„ temporal concerns, were all prohibited to uſe, or 


“ cauſe to be uſed, even in private, the liturgy of 
« the Church of England. In cafe they did fo, 


f * they forfeited for the firſt offence, five pounds; 


« for the ſecond, ten pounds; and for the third, 
« were to ſuffer a year's impriſonment. Such ri- 
« gours of different kinds were continued, till the 
ce body of the nation, unable to bear them any 
longer, moſt gladly reſtor'd king Charles the 
« ſecond, with whom the Church of England re- 
cover d her rights.“ 

It ought to be acknowledged here That no 
argument ought or can be drawn, from theſe bar- 
barities practiſed by diſſenters againſt churchmen, 
that the like cruelties may be juſtly exercis'd againſt 
them. Nor ought it to be abſolutely concluded 
from hence, that the diſſenters, in theſe days, would 
exerciſe the ſame cruelties, if their own religion 
was the eſtabliſh'd religion. 

But it is. certainly a very ſtrong argument 
That we can never be too nuch upon our g 28 
againſt men, or put too little truſt and power 
into their hands; who, if they do not profeſs 
the ſame perſecuting principles, do profeſs the ſame 
religious opinions, and are as zealous for the eſta- 
bliſhment of them, as theſe their predeceſſors could 
pony be, who! exercisd thoſe barbarities for the 


Pro- 


| State. 


| boaſt of, ſtand forth, and give a ſatisfactory an- 
e 


Ld 
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propagation and eſtabliſhment of boſe religious 


opinions. 
It is likewiſe n very ſtrong argument That 


the profeſſions and declarations of modern noncon- 
{aw ought not to be relied upon, unleſs they 


publickly renounced and condemned theſe bar- 
——__ and cruelties exercig'd by their predeceſſors; 
which they have never yet done, but rather the con- 


trary, as ſhall be ſhewn hereafter. 


Our author proceeds to trace out the temper * 


bebe ur of the- diſſenters to the time of the ac- 


ceſſion of the preſent Royal Family to the throne, 
and gives us ſeveral moſt flagrant inſtances of their 
cruel] perſecuting temper, and the ſeverities and 
barbarities they exercis d towards the epifcopal 
clergy, as ſoon as they prevailed to have their own 
s/f eſtabliſh'd in Scotland. 

The whole of his diſcourſe ought to be read by 


every friend to the Church of England, or to the 


preſent Royal Family; as it is wrote with that tem- 
per and moderation, as well as with the greateſt 
clearneſs and ſtrength of reaſon and argument. 

It is a diſcourſe entitled A Plea for the Sa- 
cramental Teſt, as a juſt ſecurity to the Church Eſta- 
bliſh'd, and very conducive to the welfare of the 


And indeed it is a great pity. the author pub- 


liſh'd this diſcourſe, which ought to have been in 


the hands of every friend to the preſent eſtabliſh- 


ment, in ſuch a manner (being beautifully printed 


in quarts) as to make it too exper/ive to be univer- 
fally read, I could wiſh, it were reprinted in 
octauo, and at fo low a price as 6 d. or 12 d. that 
every underſtanding man might be encourag'd to 


read it. 


And let the ableſt champion, the diſſenters can 
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aer NY ar diſcourſe; ; and; Ibelieve, 1 may pro- 


miſe for great numbers, as well as myſelf that 
we will become advocates with him forthe repeal of 


the Cor por ation and Teſt- Ads. 


ah But to return : In hopes, that what I have here 


aid may y prevail with the author to have this diſ- 


courſe of his reprinted at a low price ſhall give 
the reader but a few quotations out of it, to ſhew 
the ſpirit of the difſenters, down to che very time 


of the acceſſion of the Preſent _ Family to the 


crown. 
Our a having given us the reaſons, how 
te epiſcopal government came to be abohſh'd in 


Scotland, and the Preſbyterian to be eftabliſh'd 1 in 


that kingdom, he thus proceeds. 
And when the gentlemen of this perſuaſion 


4 had once the power in their hands, they treated 
the poor epiſcopal clergy in the like, and even 


« a worſe manner, than they had before been uſed 
c in England, when the Preſbyterians prevailed 
e there.” Biſhop Burnet tells us — that in the 


„ welt of Scotland they generally broke in upon 


« the epiſcopal clergy with great inſolence, and 


much cruelty ; they carried em about the pariſhes 
«© in a mock proceſſion ; they tore their gowns, and 
drove them from their churches and houſes. Nor 
did they treat thoſe of them, who had appear d very 


0e * Zealouſly againſt popery, with any diſtinction.“ 
e then goes on to give us an account of their 


tchabiour in Jreland, in queen Anne's reign, , In 
which he quotes a paſſage from the biſhop of Derry 
in his ſecond admonition to the diſſenters of his 


dioceſe 


« Some of your teachers (ſays the 


biſnop) ſeem to be of as perſecuting à ſpirit 
'« as the Papiſts, and have ſo far influenced the 
© moſt zealous of their hearers, that they already - 
„ perſecute, as far as they have power, thoſe 
„ that diſſent from them; inſomuch, that, as I 

ES © | «© '0blerv'd 


[88 1 
« obſery'd before, ſome, "that are ot del rotth 
« to come 10 92 dure noi, for fear. ene, 
« done by KY ig igbbours”” „ 
60 Ky, that this account. was. not aggr 
e but. that 2 oppreſſions were continu? 255 — 
appear d ſince very plainly, by a repreſentation 
1 of the Houſe of oras in Ireland to . Anne, 
„ of which 55 ſubſtance was as follows. That 
«< the diſſenters had oppoſed and perſecuted the 
« conformiſts, in thoſe ts where their power pre- 
4e vail'd, had invaded their congregations, and pro- 
« pagated. their ſchiſm in places where it had not 
1 the leaſt footing formerly. That they refus d to 
i take conforming apprentices, and confined trade 
<« among themſelves, excluſive of the conformiſts, 
de That, in their illegal aſſemblies, they had pro- 
C ſecuted and cenſured their people, for being 
« married according to law. That. they had 
« thrown publick and ſcandalous reflettiohs upon 
et the epiſcopal order, and upon our laws, parti- 
" + the facramental teſt ; and had miſap- 
<< plied the bounty of. 12007, per annum, in pro- 
4 pagating their ſchiſm, and undermining the 
. *« Church; and had executed an illegal juriſdiction 
we in ag molly teries and . We ber 


14 


8. author very july obſerves———c TER - 
4 had leſs encouragement to do any thing of ha | 
5 „ kind in England, becauſe the bod RET the na- 
ii « tion was heartily diſposd to K the Church. 
14 But that, preſuming, more perhaps than they had 
<< reaſon; upon their intereſt in king Villiam, and 
* hoping that the weight of the court might go 
6 far in their . they nevertheleſs made ſome 
1 publick 


land, in fo few words. And yet theſe are 


r ˙ at. 


1 | 
«<.publick ſteps, which "ſhew*d what their views 
7” were, even in this kingdom. 5 
And he'inftances in “ Sir Humphrey Edeinr S, 
« who was Lord Mayor of London in 1698, g0- 


„ing with che enſigns of his mac ierter to a dif | 


94 — . meeting-houſe,? “? 
5 hen this was -omplanya of, one of cheir | 


princip teachers, Mr. James Pierce, publiſh'd a 


| treat! e; which, be tells the world, had given 


een univerſally to his brethren-; where- 

' childi ly, but moſt inſolently, pretends to 
— this conduct of Sir ' Humphrey Edwin, 
66 — would think (ſays he) the Church - looks 
upon theſe fine things as her property, or ſup- 

4 chey have been "hallowed by ſome biſhop, 


= <«< and\ſo*were profan'd by being carried into any 


— 'of worthip, not firſt conſecraed by Ong: of 
at order.” 

It is impoſſible to croud more edn; and inſo- 
Jen, and ſcurrility, againſt the Church of 12 


men, for this man died but a fow years ago, and 


his name, and memory, and writings are in high 


eſteem and veneration among the diffenters— theſe 
are the men, who tell you, << they are only for 


_ «© laying a ſure foundation for peace and unanimi- 


6 ty, and all the bleſfings of concord and har- 
„ mony.” Reaſonableneſs of repealing the 9 


Hon and Te Atts, page 5. 


- How cruel is it in the Church of England, not 
to believe them? not to reſt ſatisfied——<+ That 
«© they mean no aiterations in the Church, by che 
<<. repeal of theſe Acts, but only to be reſtor d to 


* ſome few natural ri obts, of which they are un- 


<« juſtly deprived, and to carry theſe fine -things, 


Lb. "the enſigns 0 magiſtracy, to their meeting 
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« houſes, in ol} the Corporations in be king: 


« dom.” 


I come now, in the third and laſt place; to ſhew 
— That it is plain and undeniable, from the pre- 
ſent temper and principles of the diſſenters, that 
they would, if einer truſt and power were put 
into their hands, not only deſire, but endea vour, the 


ſubverſion of the Pe: eſtabliſhment 29 . Conch 


of England. 
I believe every ſenbble;. imparnigh;: man will 


allow that there is not the leaſt reaſon to doubt, 


from the temper, the conduct, and the prineiples 
of the diſſenters, down from the time of the re- 


formation, to the eſtabliſhment of their religion in 


Scotland, that the diſſenters had» no other view, nor 


would be content with any thing 4%, than the 10 
tal abolition of epiſcopacy in this nation, if ſuffici- 


ent power had been put into their hands. 
Nay, I verily believe, that the diſſenters them- 


feves will not have the affurance to, deny this, 


What reaſon then have we to believe or to be ſa · 
tisfied, that the preſent body of diſſenters would 
not attempt the /ame thing, if they were entruſt- 
ed with /afficient power? 


This can only appear from bene Käber, that 


the preſent body of diſſenters have publickly diſ- 
3 and condemn'd the doctrines and writings 
of their predeceſſors. Or elſe, that they have pub. 
lickly maintain'd and aſſerted ſuch principles and 
doctrines as are utterly incompatible with the ptin- 
ciples and doctrines. of their predeceſſors. 
This is what, I take it for granted, they themſelves 
would agree to, as ſure and real "marks of their 
affection to the Church of England, and their 
having no view or intention to —— her eſtabliſh- 


ment. For it ought to be confider'd, that if they 


have not done both theſe, it is the ſame as if they had 
done 


* from that time to the great Rebellion,” 


1] 


done. neither. Or, that if they have publickly main- 


tain'd and aſſerted principles and doctrines utterly 


incompatible with the principles and doctrines of. 
their predeceſſors; nevertheleſs, if it be true, that 
they do, at this time, celebrate the memories f 
their predeceſſors'; they do not deſerve to be be- 
liey'd,” that they have forſaken their doctrines and 
principles, or that they do, in fincerity, aſſert and 
maintain the contrary doctrines and principles. 
Nor is it ſufficient to anſwer to this That 
they have aſſerted the contrary. doctrines and-prin- 


 Ciples 3 eſpecially” if it be true that if they do, 


at this time, celebrate the memories of ſome of 


the moſt noted of their predeceſſors, by writing 


their lives, and recommending their works to the pre- 


ſent generation of diſſenters, | _ _ 
To ſhew that they have done this, hedk the 


words of the author of A Plea for the S acramental 


. thi 

r. Calamy has done this W in his 

4 abridgment of the life of Mr. Baxter, and in 

„ others of his works, in which he extols not only 

«© Mr. Baxter, but many more of the nonconfor- 

0 miſts, as fo venerable for their piety and other 
* good qualities, that they were men of whom the 


i world was not worthy. The like encomiums 


have been made upon Dr. Manton, who-preach- 
<« ed at Cromwell's inauguration, and recommended 


his highneſs to the bleſſing of God; upon Dr. 
Oven, who was a particular favourite of the 


00 protector-s, and upon divers other worthies of 
« that age. And lately Mr. Neale, has publiſh'd 
& a work to vindicate and adorn the characters of 
«+ thoſe more ancient Puritans, who made the firſt 
% diſturbances in the Church, in the reign of queen 
« Elizabeth, and of thoſe, who centinu'd them down 


Thele 


. 
i [22] 


l commending 


the piety of the perſons, ; whoſe lives they publiſh; 


but ſurely they ought to have condemn'd their bitter 
invectives, and ſevere hardſhips praQtis'd by them 
againſt the Church of England. For, by making 
no exception to any practices of this kind, it muſt 
and ought to. be concluded that | in their hearts 
they approve of them. 
Loet us examine now, whether it be he 
have even aſſerted and maintain'd ſuch princi- 
ples. and air as are utterly incompatible with 
the principles and doctrines of their predeceſſors. 
hat che author of 4 Plea for the Sacramental 


It has 1 from one of their greateſt cham- 


pions, Mr. James Pierce, is an undeniable proof, 
that they have not forſaken the tenets of their pre- 
deceſſors. dig 

„The ealty of the Engl Preſb yierians, 
6c (fays Mr. Pierce, in a treatiſe that he tells us had 


given good ſatisfaction univerſally to his bre- 


4 thren) as far as I can judge, dont differ much 
« from the Preſbyterians, who took the covenant 
6 in 1643, wiſhing the 1 very corrupt form 
<« of prelacy were aboliſhed, and the true ancient 


2 CO epiſcopacy were reſtor d.“ 7 And unleſs this, and 


ſome other things were done, he declares againſt 
any union or accommodation wich the Church of 


England. Let all our brethren, ſays he, through 


c the whole world be judges, whether we have 
«© not good reaſon utterly to. forſake the tenets of 
* theſe men, and keep at the greateſt diſtance fron 


e their communion.” After which he adds: We 
. have all along dęſir d peace, and will ſtill moſt 


« chearfully embrace it, as ſoon as the unrigbte- 

e ous conditions, which now obſtruct it, are re- 
e mod. But if as alteration can be made in.the 
| ; | wut + terms, 


(51 
te terms, Here is an end ff all bope of peace and 
«6 -CONCOFC Ty = 1 
„ Now, (as the ombar: of the Plea adds) what 
* can with reaſon be concluded from all theſe pro- 
 «« ceedings, but that the diſſenters of the preſent 
age have much the /ame: principles and diſpo- 
c ſitions towards the Church, with thoſe their fo 
* greatly admir'd predeceſſors, and would, in a 
« proper conjuncture of affairs, be likely to take 
 «« the ſame meaſures againſt her. The only ma- 
« terial and avowed change of principles, that I 
% can find to have been among them, ſeems to be 
« with regard to the 7oleration of thoſe, whom they 
te think to be erroneous in religion. In that point, 
« indeed, they ſeem no longer to adhere to the 
« rigid notions of the ancient ſectaries. They 
«« have made ſome publick and full declarations for 
« general liberty of judgment and profeſſion, for 
«© mutual forbearance and Chriſtian benevolence. 
* But are theſe declarations to be underſtood, as 
«« importing ſecurity to the Church of England i in 
her preſent ſtate, ſuppoſing that they had power 
4“ ſufficient to alter it? Not at all: Mr. Pierce, in 
his anfwer to Dean Sherlock, no- longer ago than 
the year 1718, very frankly acquaints us, that 
if we think fo, we are much miſtaken. The 
Dean, ſays he, alks Have any of the diſſenters 
e declar'd that they are for maintaining the Church 
as by law efablityd ? To which he anſwers: 
« would be very ſtrange, if they ſhould. Can they 
« diſlike ſo many things, as they do, in the Church, 
% and yel be- againſt altering x ans From whence 
<c-1t is plain, that before this gentleman, and thoſe 
4 of his mind, would be content that our eſta- 
«- bliſhment ſhould be maintain d, there are many 
6% © things to be altered in it.“ 1 


e And, 


* 


[24] 

« And, much. to; the ſame purpoſe,” we have 
« yet more /alely the ſentiments of another writer 
„on the ſame fide; who, after he has * 
« in decent expreſſions —— that the Church of En 
« land hath already devoured many a rich morſel, 
« that ſurely, it muſt be an unconſcionable ſto- | 
% mach, that can be contented with flothing lefs 
« than the whole. ——He proceeds to aſſure us 
<« That the diſſenters are abſolutely ' content, till 
, «© her arms are open'd a little wider, to leave her 
<« in poſſeſſion of every emolument belonging to 
her as mother- church?“ But how much wider 
muſt her arms be open'd in order to receive them? 
The meaſure of latitude neceſſary to this end, is 
not quite proper to be mention'd at preſent. The 
only farther explanation he gives of this point, is — 
« That the body of diſſenters are friends to an eſta- 
e bliſhment, provided our foundations were a 
4 little larger, and ſome. proper alterations were 
« made?” 

From what has been ſaid, and the pafliges 
e cited from diſſenting writers of late, as well as 
« of former times; we. may juſtly conclude, that 
<< they are not diſpos'd to ſuffer the eſtabliſhment 
« of our Church 10 continue as it is; but would, 
if they had power, forthwith make a number * 
* ſuch alterations as they think proper. And until 
< this be done, they will never be quiet, but will 
% always be endeavouring to bring it to paſs.” 

„We might indeed have had ſome reaſon to 
« conclude this, if we only conſider'd the general 
<< inclinations of mankind, to promote and propa- 
gate their own opinions in religion, and to ob- 
* tain as great a ſhare of ſecular advantages, as 
„ they can, along with them. But when to this 
« ground of judgment is added the experience we 
ec have had, in ſuch a long courſe of years, of 

. «6. the 


* 


E 


LIES. -- 
« the ſpirit and temper of the diſſenters towards 


« the Church; and moreover, the /ig#s they give, 
« even not, of the continuance of the ſame Ai po- 


60 # tions, by celebrating the memories of their 


c redeceſſors in the "ſeparation, and avowing 
60 moſt of their tenets; we have, I think, in theſe 
6 circumſtances, as much evidence, as can well 


4 be expected in a matter of this nature, and ſuch 


cc as may Juſtify our acting, as there may be occa- 


6 ſion, upon it.“ 
| This then is the firſt thing I propos'd*to ſhew 


hat the body of diſſenters, it ſujficient power were 


ut into their hands, would deſire and endeavour. 
the ſubverſion of the preſent eſtabliſhment of the 


Church of England. | 

The next thing to be prov'd, is That the repeal 
of the Corporation and Teſt Acts would actually in- 
veſt the diſſenters with a /#fficient power to ſubvert 
the preſent eſtabliſhmenc of the Church of EZng- 


land. 
It has been alledg'd by the advocates for the 


_ diſſenters—in order to ſhew, that the repeal of the 


Corporation and Teſt Acts would not inveſt the dif. 
ſenters with power /u/ficient to ſubvert the eſta- 
bliſh'd Church of England, or ſo much as to en- 
courage or enable them to attempt it — . That 
« in order to their attempting to poſſeſs themſelves 
4 of ſupreme power, there muſt be a thorough uni- 
© on or coalition of all their ſeveral parts into one 
« body; or elſe, that there muſt be ſome one or 
* two, parts of them, whoſe attempt the reſt ſhall 
c reſolve not only to acquieſce in, but to ſupport 
« and aſſiſt ; which is impoſſible to conceive, be- 
<«. caule they do as truly differ from one another, 


as they do from the Church.“ 


In anſwer to this, I would beg leave to aſk=— 


Was not this the caſe in this nation, when the diſ- 
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ſenters did atually poſſeſs themſelves of foveraign 
power? were there not, at that time, as many dif- 
ferent parts of them, as there can be now ? and 
yet did they not all agree to deſtroy the eſtabliſn'd 
Church, without entering into any ſuch ſchemes, 
as theſe writers ſuppoſe neceſſary now, ſo much 
as to make them attempt the ſubverſion of the 
Church ? FILLS | 

How much more juſtly and reaſonably does the 


author of the Plea account by what ſteps the diſ- 


ſenters might now attain to /afficient power, or even 
ſoveraign power, and did actually acquire that 


| -power in the reign of king Charles the firſt? 


„ Tho? (ſays he) they differ among themſelves 
« in many reſpects, and might be- ill enough in- 
„ clin'd-to each other, in caſe they were compeli- 
« tors for any advantage; yet, while there is no- 
« thing of that fort to ſet them at variance, they 
will probably agree in being enemies to the eſta- 
„ bliſhment of the Church, and in endeavouring 
4% to weaken and ſubvert it; becauſe in its ſub- 
«« verſion, they may all hope to find their ſeveral 
« advantages, in one way or another. If the 
«© cannot all expect to gain ſuch eſtabliſhment for 
«© themſelves, as the Church has at preſent; yet 
« they may all hope to have ſome allowances from 
<< the ſtate for their ſeveral teachers, according to 
« a ſcheme as is ſaid to be found by ſome of their 
« friends. Or if this point ſhould prove too hard 
<« to be gain'd, they may at leaſt hope to be re- 


« liey'd from that unjuſt burthen, as the quakers + 


„and many others account it, of paying to an 
« eftabliſÞd miniſtry ; and may reaſonably expect 
to encreaſe very much their ſeveral ſects, when 
there ſhall not be a regular body to oppoſe 
„ them; Theſe, and other motives of the like 
„nature, did, in fa, engage the different ſectaries 

ie | | $6 in 
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& in 1647, to act in cloſe concert and union to- 
e gether for demoliſhing the Church of England. 
« Not only the Preſbyterians, who hoped to be 
« eſtabliſh'd in the room of the Church, but the 
« Independants, and the Anabaptiſts, the Enthuſi- 
« aAſts who were for the e Monarchy, and others 


of that turn, who knew not what they were 


<« for, yet all heartily agreed « in declaring, 
& before God, with up-lifted hands, that they would 
« extirpate the epiſcopal government by archbiſhops, 
« biſhops, deans and chapters, and all the officers de- 
« pendent upon them; —— which accordingly, by 


their joint aſſiſtance, was brought to pals,” 


&« Then indeed, after a little time, (adds our 
<« author) theſe ſects began to quarre] among 
ce themſelves; and the Preſbyterians, who came 
&« neareſt to obtain an*eſtabliſhment, moſt” bitterly 
« reproach'd the Independants, the Anabaptiſts, 
« and other ſectaries, with their ſchiſm, their ill 
66 principles, and their hypocriſy, as what produced 
« 1nſupportable diſorders.” 

And he gives us ſeveral inſtances of this from 
their own writings, and then adds After ſo much 
e diſcord, one would have hardly thought it poſſi- 
« ble for them to have united any more; but, up- 
« on the reſtoration, all theſe differences were 
« ſoon forgotten, and they acted amicably in con- 
ce cert again, to carry on their work of oppoſing 
« the Church of England. They do fo at preſent, 
« and while they have ſuch an adverſary before 
« them, it is probable they always will.” 

But, more particularly and fully to ſhew, what 
great power the repeal of theſe acts would put in- 
to the hands. of the diſſenters, our -author very 
minutely, and with great truth and juſtice points 
out to us — what would be the cont of the diſ- 
ſenters, and by what ſteps they would poſſeſs them- 

D 2 ſelves 


A 


(87 
ſelves of all or moſt of the corporate and other” 
burroughs throughout the kingdom. 
Theſe their united efforts (ſays he) againſt the 
& Church, will be likely to have the greater ſuc- 
c ceſs, in regard that the ' diſſenters may gain 
„ ſuch an intereſt in the corporate and other 
4 burroughs, which ſend members to Parliament, as 
ce may give them a weight in the legiſlature, much 
& more than in ſtrict porportion to their numbers 
« and their wealth. Both theſe, according to their 
„ own accounts, are very conſiderable. But what- 
ever their ſtrength be, it is undoubtedly a cir- 
e cumſtance of great advantage, towards the ex- 
&& erting of it with effect; eſpecially, if we conſi- 
der what one of their advocates has obſerv'd, 
ce and ] believe with truth That ibe diſſenters 
being for the moſt part engag'd in the trade of the 
kingdom, both as merchants, and manufacturers, 
muſt neceſſarily create a great dependence upon them. 
This unguarded confeſſion, and declaration 
from an adverſary, and which is of very great 
weight, cannot ſurely fail to alarm all true friends 
of the eſtabliſh'd Church. 
Let us only ſuppoſe (ſays our author) a 13 
« number of them in the Houſe of Commons, and 
e that they prove active, conſtantly attendant, well 
< united, able ſpeakers, and not uneaſy in their 
«« private fortunes z what will they not think 
„ they have a right to claim? what may they not 
« combine to gain? what may they not ſucceed 
« in?. Some perſons, who have been for the 
« abolition of the 7. et, have profeſſed to think, 
« that it could have no other effect, than to 
„ occaſion the admiſſion of diſſenters into of- 
4 fices of the inferior kind. I ſuppoſe they meant 
** ſuch offices, as a writer for the diſſenters ſpe- 
. cifies, in ſaying, that hey are as. willing 
and able as any, to ſerve in the commiſi ions of taxes, 
peace, 
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peace, and lieutenancy, in the bench of aldermen and 
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. <6 But this ſame writer is by no means contented 
«« with poſts of this kind, He puts in his claim 
<« to a ſhare of all, even the higheſt in the king- 
dom; for he adds*——that they are as willing 
to ſerve in the judicature, and offices of flate, or in 
commands at ſea and land. And ſoon after 
* he intimates*” hat it would not be to the diſ- 
honour of the government, to have a diſſenting gene- 
ral, or a diſſenting ſtateſman. ** As to which, I 
doubt not, but moſt of his friends are of his 
« opinion. And will it be impoſlible they 
c ſhould gain ſuch - poſts? have we not had 
« examples in our hiſtory, of men of intereſt 
« in Parliament, who have rais'd themſelves 
into offices of that kind, without any real fa- 
 « your from the crown? was not this the caſe 


„ of Mr. Sf. Jobn, of Lord Say, and of others 


« in the:reign of Charles the firſt ? was it not the 
« caſe of the earl of Shaft/bury, in the reign of 
«< Charles the ſecond? and whenever the diſſenters 
„ ſhould obtain any of the chief poſits, would not 
« the intereſt and ſtrength of their party be pro- 
« portionably encreasd ? would they not be pre- 
„ ferr'd to all the under-places of truſt, profit, or 
« influence, in the diſpoſal: of their principals? 
« would they not act with ſo much more digni- 
„ ty and weight? would not the members, and 
« eſpecially the miniſters, of the eſtabliſh'd Church, 
« be proportionably diſcountenanc'd and diſcou- 
„ rag' d? and mult not theſe circumſtances under- 
« mine and cut away the ground of our Church- 
c eſtabliſhment ?” 

It has been repreſented as ab/urd, to apprehend 
ec that the eſtabliſhment of the Church of England 
e ſhould ever come to be ſubverted by the diſſenters; 

5 ä becauſe 
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IF: 
« becauſe this muſt ſuppoſe them to gain the whole 
« legiſlature, the king, and the lords, as well as the 
« Commons. But the reader will hardly fail to re- 
« flet, that the very /ame thing, which is now 

« talked of as fo impracticable, has been dual 
<< done in this kingdom, not a hundred years ago; 
<« and done by the power of thoſe diſſenters, who, 
ce a ſhort. time before, had as little appearance 
te of being able to prevail upon the whole legiſla- 
© ture, as their ſucceſſors have at preſent. The 
« circumſtances, now in favour of- the latter, are 
« not indeed quite the ſame as they were then, but 
ce they are of great weight; and I believe it will 
ce be allow'd, that the Houſe of Commons, at pre- 
ce ſent, is not of leſs moment in the ballance: of 
<< the conſtitution; than it Was at that time; nor 
cc are critical conjunctures in our affairs leſs likely 
« to happen, when there is a Pretender to the 


< throne of theſe kingdoms, and when France is 


ce much more formidable to us, than it was at that 
« time. Let any man of judgment but think on 
ce the poſture our affairs may pofſibly be in, both 
ce at home and abroad, in the courſe of events for 
<< thirty or forty years to come. Let him ſuppoſe, 
ce that upon the repeal of the Corporation and Teſt” 
<« acts, the diſſenters ſhould: gain either a majority,” 
« or even a party of conſiderable weight in the 
& FHonſe of Commons; and when we conſider the 
gentlemen of North Britain, this will not ap- 
<« pear to be very unlikely. Let him ſuppoſe, 
cc that the concurrence of this party may be neceſ- 
ce fary to grant ſupplies, when they are more than 
“ ordinarily wanted, in times of any publick ha- 
« zard or diſtreſs; that divers of thoſe members, 
« who are for the Church of England, may be 
e unattentive or diſunited, while the diſſenting par- 
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ec points to the diſadvantage of the Church. Theſe 
% were really the circumſtances in 16413 they may 
«:. poſſibly, and even not improbably, upon the 
& repeal of the Corporation and Teſt Alis, be the 
« ſame again. And, ſuppoſing they ſhould be, 
& will any one fay, that the Church eſtabliſh'd 
« would. be in no danger? I will leave this Point, 
% without farther enlargement, to the impartial 
ce reader; who, I doubt not, muſt clearly ſee, 
ce that in ſuch circumſtances, the eſtabliſhment of 
cc the Church would be made to ſhake to its very 
& foundations; and, without ſuch extraordinary 
& aid and ſupport: from the crown, or the houſe of 
ce peers, as perhaps it will be difficult for either of 
« them to give, muſt be borne pO ſink, and 
at length be overthrown. 

It is, indeed, impoſſible for any man to ſay or 
determine — how far the diſſenters might, by theſe 
means, either entirely change the civil 2 lrg 
or compel the crown to conſent to. the eſtabliſhment 
of their own religion. But ſuppoſing they never 
could be able to attain this; is it not evident, even 
to a demonſtration, that the repealing of theſe laws 
would put the magiſtracy of all, or moſt of the 
corporations and towns 1n England | into their hands; 
and that innumerable troubles muſt ariſe from 
hence, if not occaſion an actual civil war or rebel- 
lion ? 

The diſſenters, or their advocates, may pretend 
to ridicule this, and to repreſent ic as a vaſt and 
almoſt unconceivable work, that they ſhould ever 
acquire ſuch a degree of Power. But I would ask 
them — What greater probability was there of their 
_ predeceſſors being ever able to ſubvert the whole 
conſtitution i in the reign of Charles the firſt ? 

If there were circumſtances, that concurr'd in 
ole days to bring that vaſt and entirely unconcei- 
vabie 


[32] 


vable work to paſs, which cannot be no and, which 
is very true, there are circumſtances ow, which 
were not then, and which, as much if not more, con- 
tribute and concur to bring the N to paſs in 
theſe days. 

For, if the Gentlemen of NorthoBritgin, which 
cannot be denied to be a very ſtrong circumſtance — 
If all that ſect or party, who ſtile themſelves Free- 
Thinkers — If both theſe unite themſelves to the 
diſſenters, they will make up a body, much 
more formidable to the Church of England, than 
the whole body of diſſenters was in the reign of 
Charles the firſt : eſpecially, if we conſider how 
greatly this humour of free-thinking, and very of- 
ten, under the cover of this, of infidelity, prevails 
and ſpreads itſelf at this time in this nation. 
And it is too plain and evident that it is 
from the ſtrength of this party uni!ing dem eee 
diſſenters, that they promiſe themſelves ſucceſi, or 
at leaſt are encourag d to apply to pn tor a 
repeal of theſe laws. 

J have now gone through every point I pro- 

d to treat of; and have, I truſt, ſufficiently 8 
tisfied every ſenſible and impartial man, if not 
from my own reaſoning, yet from the reaſoning or 
the author of the P/ea, of the great miſchief and dan- 
ger of repealing theſe i incapacitating acts. 

To ſum up the whole in the words of chis Pe 
lent writer. © 

« Now, in theſe diſpoſitions of the nation, 2 
< think, they, who know mankind, will hardly 5 
« avoid foreſeeing, that, in caſe the T; eſt Aft be re- 
« peaPd, there muſt great animoſities and conteſts 
© enſue; For the diſſenters will, in all appearance, 
ec preſently apply themſelves to gain an intereſt in 
*. the corporate burroughs, and other towns, to be 
6 _ into the government of them, to be put 

4e into 
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8. into 2 commiſſions CY 
it and all other poſts of truſt, profit, or influence, 
«6 7 . be within their bom and PR - 
66 another in their appll- 
4s cations for Hes Places, , or enforcing, it by thi 
44 —— 2 ht of their whole body, when *tis ne- 
= they muſt often ſucceed in their pre- 
| E For we may jud 3 
of applying will be, from what has been already 
* — by one among them, who writes with an 
4 air of importance, and hath thought fit to give 
the world the hiſtory of their conſultations and 
'« proceedings, in order to procute the abolition 
* of the Tef. This gentleman, having intimated 
«6 that the application of the diſſenters in Ireland 
& for the of the 7% AF there, ought to 
ce have been  enfore'd with the while weight 7 
«© diſſenters in England; and having 5 Nain'd 
e that that affair, which had been promis d by a 
« very man, as an earneſt, of future avouts | 
16s to The Aken in | England, 6 7 45 mil-- 
carried, expreſſes his feſentment in the folſowirig 
t c terms. Are the diſſenters 4% be bus treated in 
' «6 the face of an eleſtion?ꝰ 
G ——Manifeſta 5 4e, Danang pateſeun . 
Wie 
„The reader will eaſily underſtand, bo i is 
4 here accus d of breach of faith, and "who, are 


-«« reckon'd inſidious enemies to the diſſenters. He - 


will perceive, by the favours ſaid to be pro- 
de mis d in the plural number, the bare "repeal 


40 of theſe Adds in queſtion will hardly content then; 


e and he will obſerve, what their manner of ap- 
40 © 
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plicatian will be, to gain any advantages they, 
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«6 think themſelves intitled to, * their aſſii. *. 


4 tance is wanted by the crown, and thar they will 
* W to we Pere n conſidered, * And 
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the members of the Church of 
theſe be in no degree ſollicitous to maintain their 


and other corporations be contented, that diſſen- 
ting minifters at London ſhould dire them in the 


ly ſuffer a new ſet of 
part of them of the dag rank, to come in 
upon them, and croſs their pretenſions to every 


ment will improve to its diſadvan 
foreign enemies find their account in them ? I 
think, any one, who knows mankind, and the 


[34]. 3 
« And will diſpoſitions or attempts of this kind, 


on the of the diſſenters, to enlarge their 
intereſt and power, raiſe no concern at all in 
England ? will 


ground.? will the members of the burroughs 


choice of the members of their bodies, and 
their repreſentatives in Parliament ? will the 


ancient gentry, whoſe families have always had 


a natural intereſt in the burroughs, be eaſy in 
ſeeing it undermin d, and in a way of being 
reduc'd to little or nothing # ? will they negligent- 
people, and the greateſt 


poſe of truſt and profit? will they be "eaſy in 
ſeeing. that Church, which their anceſtors have 
endow'd and protected, which all the foreign 


l 
 guments of the diſſenters have been unable to 


the growth of their ſecu- 


borne down by 


lat intereſt? will they not endeavour to form 


oppoſite intereſts, and take proper methods to 


prevent theſe inrbads? and muſt not theſe mea- 


ſures produce animoſites, violent enmities, and 
their dire effects? may they not give opportu- 
nities, which perſons diſaffected to the govern- 
tage? may not 


pay ſtate of our parties and diſpoſitions in 
i "muſt ſee that theſe conſe would 


EqUENCES 
ikely to follow upon a repeal of the 7. ft AF. 
Clouds, much Je, than theſe appear to be in pro- 
ſpect, have ſometimes bred ſtorms, which have, 


Before : 


torn up governments by the roots. ; 
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Before I put an end to this diſcourſe, I think it 
- neceſſary to declare my being of a different opini- 


on with our author in one point of very great 
conſequence - the repeal of the pr oof Teſt, and ſub- 


. ſtituting ſome other in the ſtead o 


In this 'I cannot agree with him, or be of opi- 


nion That any method can be found 
- © out, equally effe&baal to ſecure the eſtabliſhment 
« of the Church of England, from the attempts 


& of thoſe, who are ill-diſpog'd to it whether 


they be Papiſts, or Proteſtant Diſſenters. 
I am fully perſuaded, that the diſſenters would 


comply with any ober Teſt, and for this reaſon it is 


of abſolute . Tor continue the Sacramental 5 


Teft. 
At leaſt, in a matter of ſuch conſequence i in 


which the peace and welfare of the nation, if not the 


preſerving ourſelves from falling a ſacrifice to our 
Popiſh adverſaries, is cancern'd—as the excluſion of 
all violent diſſenters from civil offices 3 when there 


is a Teſt already. appointed, which we ee the DUM» 
bers of 2 diſſenters have com 
and conform'd to the eſtabliſh'd C 
kept out all violent diſſenters from civil offices —It 
would not ſnew, we had that proper mixture of 


ly'd with it, 
ICh——_has 


chriſtian prudence, which our author thinks is need- 


rejudices againſt her; if we exchang” 
5g certain Teſt, to which no — 
obschon can be made, for another, perhaps liable 
to the ſame: or as great objections ; and which 


might not, for it is impoſſible to ſpeak with any 
certainty in this matter, exclude one violent diſſen- 


ter from civil offices; and by 


that means bring 


upon us all that train of miſchiefs, from which we 
we now happily and efeually guided and pre- 
ſerv'd. 
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